254 Armed Forces and Society in Europe (Drake, 2001: 6) . The analytic frame of reference is based on typologies f and ideal-types. They are not real descriptions, but they are heuristic constructs to explore difference within and between states and their militaries. In doing so, this work occupies the middle ground between description and theory, identifying key variables and applying them to empirical case studies and exemplars, based on an inductive methodology (Mackie and Marsh, 1995: 176) . For those aspiring to a complete theory of civil-military relations the glass may appear half empty, but for others the hope is that the research findings and arguments will allow observers to see a glass half full.
The ontological focus of this volume has been on the armed forces of the state (principally armies) as the unit of analysis and on this basis has been organised around thematic and comparative approach.
2 This work is therefore structuralist insofar as it has compared and contrasted different issues across states, but post-structuralist insofar as it has explored differences to be explored within categories. Indeed in a number of instances arrival at a similar point from a very different direction has generated important insights into the dynamic of armed forces-society relations. In many ways this volume offers a 'first cut' with a number of issues demanding further attention in a 'second cut', including the role of private security companies, the role of grey forces, the arms industry, 'real' experiences at the individual level of many of the policies and issues analysed here, civil-military cooperation within peace operations, 3 and the overlooked issue of whether and how civilmilitary relations differ in times of war, when compared with times of f peace.
The purpose of this chapter is to draw on the evidence of the preceding chapters as regards the nature of interactions between armed forces and society, and to explore patterns and trends in Europe. A number of authors have analysed different aspects of the armed forces-society relations, for example Kenneth Waltz has suggested a 'new military model' and Lorraine Elliott and Graeme Cheeseman have explored the emergence of what they term 'cosmopolitan militaries' (Waltz, 2000: 11; Elliott and Cheeseman, 2004: 3) . However few have developed, tested and advanced a comprehensive model more clearly than Charles Moskos, Jay Williams and David Segal and this conclusion takes as its reference point their pioneering work analysing 13 states (7 European states). These authors have developed a Postmodern military model and concluded that 'The Postmodern type is ascendant in the contemporary era' (Moskos, Williams and Segal, 2000: 2) . 4 This chapter now turns to applying the findings of the Postmodern thesis which, as the
